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entitled »FRT°r Sed three co P ie s of an editorial 

t ^ el MHl^££L^Chronic^^evening^of _ 

3 2i^*C2 ^^uaw r 22^!i 1 2 1 i5jLf SS 
vsEr* s? s s L ^? R "“^ s r? i8nt ° n i^t'whfrsad^r 

will tn«u * COLLIER immediately stated that as the SAC 

Md of ®he ?ll Wa fnd n h? UtSt ' nding admirer <>f the Director 
aiiu oi -xne * 51 , and his mam reason for writing thic , 

s?ated??ha? ^ was ^st upset about the entire case? He 
stated that everyone knows that the Attorney General talks 

Tene^? h v a + d he . could not understand why the Attorney 
General kept saying on a day-to-day basis right after^t 
happened, that "We are very close." Mr COLLIL'R 
he believed it would have been much better if Mr HOOVER 
would have made daily statements concerning the progress 

!s ^d C Sr.?rL U “-° f the ?«■>•« “ ith the ofrlctor 

^ all Americans. In addition, he stated he was 
still concerned about the recent, pqlicy adopted by the 
^American Bar Assoc iat^a^inst, £?$-t?ial publicitj and 
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I told h Mr roM t« * undul y influenced the FBI's releases. 

' i J K Mr : C °^ ER in no uncertain terms that this matter 
I"' b " en , handled P rom Ptly.and releases given when the facts 
warranted same. I told him Mr. HOOVER had never approved 
releasing of information concerning possible suspects, but 
always insisted that the full facts be furnished when a 
subject was identified and warrant obtained. COLLIER stated 

h6 -5 e - 1Z6d th ^ s and appreciated the reason for same. He 
said it was hard for the public to understand why it took 
so long to identify the fingerprints of GALT and RAY. I 
explained the manner in which the latents were obtained, 
the great investigative time taken to identify the latents, 
and here again I felt that our Identification Division had 
done an outstanding job in doing this so promptly. After 
these facts were presented to Mr. COLLIER he stated he 
understood . 

rav He ^ 1S ° beli f ved th at we had identified GALT and 

tCo ri^vi S ?a? a ^ ay> i bUt !? ad released the information on GALT and 
the release ? on RAY * Here again I pointed out 

the facts that were released, and had been set forth in his 

th^ S n aPer, F t ?A? : 'n a war T ant was obtained on the person using 

of oC ^ C 53 °V /1?/68 ’ and after an exhaustive search 

of over 53,000 fugitive prints, RAY was identified on 4/19/68 

just two days later. Of course, at the Director's instructions 
he was promptly placed on our "Ten Most Wanted Fugitives List." 

that- Mr obvi ? us at tbe conclusion of the conversation 

that Mr. COLLIER was impressed with our results and appreciated 

Mr^COLLT^^h 6 ? 6 ^ 0 ^ wV he matter ’ In conclusion I told 
Mr. COLLIER that if he had any further questions in the future 

about our operations, all he had to do was to let me know 
and I would give him the full facts. He stated he certainly 
appreciated this and could reassure us that he would call 
the SAC in the future. He restated many times during the 
conversation that he had the greatest respect for Mr. HOOVER 
and realized that no other investigative agency could have 
aone such a thorough job of investigating. 



0 . > „ 






2 



